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H^- yl party i n intci-cst 

The real party of interest is the Assignee who is U. S. Philips Coiporation, a 
corpomtion existing under ihc laws of tiie State <,f Delaware (hereinafter Appellant). 

Related apncaLs and 'MtcrfcniOces 

Tlicre are no related ai>peals or interferences to the present application that are 
known to appellants, the appellant's legal repmscntative. or assignee which will direcUy affect or 
be dirccUy affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pe«d"ie nppeal- 

Statusnfthe Claims 

Claims 1-20 are drawn to a receiving arrangciiaent for receiving data stored 
servci-s connected to the internet, the arrangcmeat having address retrieval means which, when 
activation information is present, arc adapted to retrieve collective addn^ss infonnaiion from an 
address server operativcly connected to the address retrieval means through the internet, the 
collective address information identifying those information servers from which information data 
processablc by the internet receiving arrangement can be retrieved, and having information 
rcnieval means for retrieving the processable information data &om an ir>formation server 
identified by the retrieved collective address informalion, and having quality test means for 
testing the inf.»nnation data retrieved and received by the information retrieval means and for 
supplying the activation infoimaiion to the address retrieval means when the quality of the 
received information data is below a quality threshold value or when no inft>rmation data 
processable by the internet receiving arrangement are received from the information server. A 
copy of appealed claims 1-20 is ctmtained in Appendix UI following this brief. 

Statns of tlie Amendments After Final 

A response was filed subsequent to the final rejection to overcome the F.xaminei's 
rejection of claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). The Examiner in an Advisory Action dated 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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March 2. 2006 indicated that the rejections of claims J -20 under the provisions of 35 T J.S.C. 
§ 103(a) stand. 

Summary of the Claimed Spbiect Matter 

i he appealed claims define subject matter for a receiving arrangement for 
receiving information data stored in information servers connected to the internet, the 
arraneement having address retrieval means which, when activation infonnalion is present, are 
adapted to retrieve collective address uifoimation from un address server opcratively.connecied 
to ihc address retrieval means through the mtemct. the collective address informalioii identifying 
diose information serveis from which information data processable by the internet receivuig 
orrangonenl. 

Appealed Claim 1 defines subject nialier for an internet receiving arrangement 
(shown in Figure 1 as either hilernet radio 1, internet television 21, or internet read apparatus 22) 
for receiving information data (shown in Figure 1 as audio data AD, audio/visual data AVD, 
exchange data BD, news data ND, or additional data ZD) stored in infomiation servers (shown in 
Figure 1 as first intbrmation server 3, second information server 4, and third information server 
5) connected to the internet (illustrated in Figure I as NET). The arrangement has addrtRjs 
retrieval means (shown in Figure 1 as 7) which, when activation infonnation (AKO is present, 
are adapted to retrieve collective address informaiion (ASD ftom an address server (6) 
opcratively connected to the address retrieval means through die internet as discussed in the 
spccificaticm on page 4, line 19-page 5, line 12. The collective address infonnation (ASl) 
identifies the information servers (3, 4, 5) from which infomiation data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, 
ZD) processable by the internet receiving anangemeat (1, 21 , 22) can be retrieved as discussed 
in the specification on page 4 lines 19-29. 

Appealed claim 1 further defines subject matter for information retrieval means 
(shown in Figure 1 as 12 including memory 1 1 , interlace 8 and controller 9) for retrieving the 
processable information data (AD, AVD, BD. ND, ZD) frtim an information server (3. 4, 5) 
identified by the retrieved collective address information (ASl) as discussed intJie specification 

on page 6, lines 4-1 1 . 

Appealed claun 1 ftmher defines subject matter for quality test means (1 5) for 
testing the information data (AD, AVD. BD, ND, ZD) retrieved and received by the information 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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retrieval means (12) and for supplying the activation informadon <AKI) to the address retrieval 
memis (7) when the quality of the received information data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, ZD) is below a 
quaiity threshold value or when no information data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, ZD) processable by 
the internet receivijig arrangement (U 21 , 22) are received from the information server (3, 4, 5). 
llic foregoing subject matter related to quality test means is discussed on page 6, lines 27*31 for 
the internet radio 1 configuration testing audio data AD. Ihc embodimeut for internet television 
2 1 using audio/viijual data AVD and additional data ZD is discussed on page 11, lines 16-27, 
The embodiment Tor internet read apparatus 22 using stock exchange datn BD and new data ND 
is discussed on page 1 1 , lines 28-31. The embodiment for internet read appamtns 22 usmg stock 
exchange data BD and new data ND is discussed on page 1 1, line 28-page 1 2 line 5. 

Appealed claim 2 delinesi subject matter for the mtemet receiving airangemenl (1, 
21, 22) as defined by claim 1 , in which timer means (18) arc provided \^4iich at periodically 
occurring activation instants supply the activation information (AKI) to the address retrieval 
means (7) in order to retrieve the collective address information (AST). The lime means are 
discussed in the specification to the present invention on page 9, lines 1 9-28. 

Appealed claim 3 defines subject matter for an internet receiving arrangement (L 
21, 22) as defined hy claim 1, in which entry means (13) for the manual entry of the address 
information (AST) of a fiirther intbrmation server (3, 4, 5) have been provided from which 
information data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, ZD) processable by the internet receiving arrangement ( I , 
21, 22) can be retrieved* The entry means arc discussed on page 9, line 29 - page 10, line 2 as 
keypad 13. 

Appealed claim 4 defines subject matter for an internet receiving arrangement (1, 
2U 22) as defined by claim 1 , in which the address retrieval moans (7) arc adapted to retrieve 
transcoding address intbrmation ( 1 Al) Jiom the address server (6) when the activation 
information (AKI) is present. The transcoding address information (TAl) identifies a transcoding 
server (20) which is adapted to transoodc information data (AD3) stored in an information server 
(5) but not processable by the inlemct receiving arrEuigement (1 ) into information data (AD4) 
pmcessable by the internet receiving arrangement (1), and in which the information retrieval 
means are adapted to retrieve the information data (AD4) processable by the internet receiving 
arrangement ( I ) from the transcoding server (20) identified by the transcoding address 
information (TAI). The transcoding address information TAl i.s described in the specification to 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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the present invention on page 10, lines 21-28* 

Appealed claim S defines subject mailer fur the inlemet receiving arrangement (I) 
as claimed iji claim i» in wliich noise generator means (19) are provided and adapted to supply 
noise information (RS) to information data processing means (16) ol'the internet receiving 
arrangement (I ) during the time that the activation information (AKJ) is present. The noise 
generator means 19 and noise informaLion RS are described on in the specification on page 9, 
IUks 19-28. 

Appealed claim 6 detlnes jtubject matter for the internet receiving arrangement (1 , 
21, 22) as defined by claim 1 , in which the address retrieval moans (7) arc adapted to retrieve 
least two items oi'colleutive address information (ASH, ASI2, ASI3, AS14, i'Al) from at least 
two address servers (6) contjected to tlic internet (NET). As described in the specification on 
page 5, lines 7-12 and page 10, line 21- page 1 K line .11, 

Appealed claim 7 defines subject matter for the An internet receiving arrangement 
as defined in claim 1 , which internet receiving arrangement is formed by an intemet television 
set (21) adapted to receive and process audioMdco data (AVD) in the form of information data 
as described in the speciticadon to the present invention on page 1 U Hnes 16-28. 

Appealed claim 1 1 defines subject matter for an intemet receiving arrangement 
(shown in Figure 1 as cither internet radio 1, internet television 21 , or intemet read apparatus 22) 
for receiving information data (shown in Figure 1 as audio data AD, audio/visual data AVD, 
exchange data BD, news data ND, or additional data ZD) from hifonnation servers that are 
(shown in f'igxire 1 as lirsl inlbTmation server 3j second information server 4, and third 
information server 5) connected to the intemet (illustrated in Figure 1 as NET). 

Appealed claim 1 1 defines subject matter an address retrieval device (shown in 
Figure 1 as 7) to selectively retrieve collective address information (AS I) from an address server 
(6), the address retrieval device being operatively connected to the address server only through 
the intemet as discussed in the spccificarion on page 4, line 19-page 5, line 12; wherein an 
activation infonnalion device (AKi) is employed to determine if address information is retrieved 
(ASl). 

Appealed claim 1 1 finthcr defines subject matter an information retrieval device 
(shown in Figure 1 as 12 including memory 11, interface 8 and controller 9) configured to 
retrieve information data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, ZD) from the information servers (3, 4, 5) that are 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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identified by the retrieved collective address information (ASI), wherein the collcetivc address 
inlbrmatum identifies those inlbrmation servers Irorn which information data is to be retrieved as 
di^uurised in the speci [ication on page 6, lines 4-11. 

Appealed claim 1 1 further defines subject matter for a quality test device (1 5) 
oitanged to test tlie information data (AD, AVD, BD, ND, ZD) retrieved and received by the 
information retrieval device (12) ajiid for supplying tlie activation information (AKI) to the 
address retrieval device (7) if the quality of the received information data is below a quality 
threshold value or when no information data is considered processable by the intemet receiving 
arrangement (1,21, 22J, I'he foregoing subject matter related to the quality test device 15 is 
discussed on page 6, lines 27-31 for the intemet radio 1 configuration testing audio data AD. 
The embodiment for intemet television 21 using audio/visnal data AVD and additional data ZD 
is discussed on page 1 1, lines 16-27. The embodiment for intemet read apparatus 22 using stock 
exchange data BD and new data ND is discussed on page 1 1 , lines 28-31 . The embodiment for 
internet read apparatus 22 using stock exchange data BD and new data ND is discussed on page 
11, line 28-page 12 line 5. 

Appealed claim 1 5 defines the internet receiving amingement dellned in claim 1 1 ^ 
including a noise generator (19), wherein the noise generator 19 is adapted to supply noise 
information (RS) to information data processing means of the intemet reecivmg arrangement 
dwing the time tliat the activation information (AKI) is present. The noise generator 1 9 and 
noi$c information RS arc described on in the specification on page 9, lines 19-28. 

Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The Advisory Action dated March 2, 2006 indicated that the rejections to claim I - 
20 stand. Claims 1 through 20 are the appealed claims. Appealed claims 1-20 are rejected imder 
the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §103(a) has been obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,738,813 issued in 
the name of Reichman {""Reivhmari") in view of U.S. Talent No. 5^27,863 issued in the name of 
Bilbrcy eL al. C'Bilhrey ti atr). 

Argument 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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The rejection of apoeftled rfaim 1-20 under the provis ions of 3S TLSX:. ^I03(a) as 
beinff ohvicius over Reichman in view otBilbrev et aL 

A- The rejection und er 35 0-S,C- S 103fa> 

Appealed claims 1-20 stand rejected imdcr the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as 
being obvious over Reichman (U.S. Patent No. 6,738,813) in view of Bilbrey et al O-T^S- Parent 
No. 5,227,863), 

The MPEP ol §2 1 43 states ihe basic requirements to establish a Prima Facie Case 
of obviousness- "To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, ihrcc basic criteria must be 
met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, cither in ihe references themselves or in 
the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to 
combine reference teachings. Second, there roust he a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, 
the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the ckiim 
limitations. 

rhe teaching or suggesiion to make the clauned combination and the reasonable 
expectation of success must both be found in the prior art, not in applicant's disclosure. In re 
VaecK 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed, Cir. 1991)." 

B. The references 

Reichman OJ^S. Patent No. 6,738,813) relates to systems and methods for 
moTiiioring unused capacity in server systems (sec litle). Reichman discusses preexisting 
technology for web sito pcrfomiance and the ability to detect location dtq>endcnt problems on 
web sites (see col. L lines 27-47). Reichman fiarther discusses preexisting tecimology for the use 
of automated agents lor monitoring web sites that monitor by periodically accessing web sites to 
monitor response times and reporting performance data to a centralized location (see col. 1, lines 
58-67). Reichman addresses the perceived need of the cost of setting up and maintaining agent 
compuiers as well providing improvements for services that are more versatile, 

Rdchmcin teaches a community having members that mimitor the various web 
sites of the community members by using agents on computer devices that monitor performance 

Serial No. 09/954,654 
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(sec col, 2, lines 9-27). The benefit the Reichman provides is to alleviate the service provider 
iTom having to administer the shfli^ community resources and allows the members munilor 
systems from any of the coiiununity locations (sec col, 2, lines 28-60), Reichman Leaches to 
monitor the extent that each member provides processing services to the conmiimity. The 
community members can test delay that can occur bclween agent devices and monitored servers. 
In this manneTj router problems can be accumtely determined (see col. 2^ lines 61 -col* 3, line 16)* 

The community based circhitecture of Reichman allows for monitoring of servers 
as seen from community users on the internet (see col. 3, lines 55-67). Reichman teaches that 
computing devices 34 with agent components 32 operate by accessing transactional server 30 
(via the internet as illustrated iu Figure 1) and monitor performance issues such as performance 
issues such as response times and hop delays (sec coL 4» lintss 1-20). The agent component can 
include functionality for recording transactions performed by the agents such as logging in^ 
performing a scarclu making a reservation or checking a price (see coK 4, litres 20-32). It should 
be noted Lhai no addresses retrieval is mentioned or discussed in any way. The agent 32 is stated 
as preferably monitoring the transactional server 30 (e.g. via the internet) only when host 
computing device is in an idle or lightly loaded state (see col* 4, lines 33-40). A computer 34 
with an agent component operates by accessing the transactional server as simulaled users and 
makes that device 34 available as a registered service user fur the ctnnmunity as described on 
col 4, lines 12-20. There is no disclosure or suggestion for receiving information from any 
server thai could Teasi)nably be considered as address retrieval. 

The community based system taught by Reichman includes a controller 40 that 
communicates with agetit devices 34 over the internet and dispatches work requests. The 
controller is stated to employ a user interface, preferably u collection of Web Pages, allowing 
devices 34 to register for the service and set up monitoring sessions. Information is provided by 
the users diu'ing setup and stoned on database 42 (see col. 4, lines 4 1-53), Note that there is no 
disclosure or suggestion that any information stored is related to addresses. 

One of the basic premises ofReichmarjj is that session controller 40B implements 
a reciprocal usage policy wherein a devices 34 allowed monitoring use is dependent upon the 
extent that device 34 has contributed agent resources to the community. Alternatively, the 
service taught by Reichman can use monetary compensation or tokens related to contribution of 
agent resources to the community (see col. 4, line 54- col* 5» line 23). 
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Reichman teaches that un agent dircctoiy 40B of current active ageats 32 is maintained and that a 
centralized directory is preterred but that non-centralized protocols of tracking active oomputcrs 
can be used (see col 5, h'nes 24-.37). The diTwtory 40B can be used by a scheduler to select 
agents to include in monitoring sessions (see coL 5, lines 38-53). The agents report performance 
data they measure to report server 50* The reports server 50 and the controller may be accessible 
tlm>ugh the internet (see coL 5, lines 38-65). The directory taught by Reichman teaches a list of 
currently active agents and does not disclose or suggest collecting address information. The 
reports sever provides charts and graphs of various performance parameter measured by the 
agents. The performance parameters include transaclion response times, hop delays, and Status 
reports related to the imemet (see col. 5, line 66-col. 6, line 47), 

Figure 2 of Reichnum illustrates the process that may be tised to set up monitoring 
sessions through user interface 40A to controller 40. Tlic user may specify parameter or service 
level thresholds that generates an alann and prompts the user to select from one of the following 
options: (1 ) load test; (2) immediate (manual test); and (3) recurring monitoring session. These 
three optit>ns monitt>r loads applied U) servers or locate agents having desired attributes (see CoL 
7, line 22- col. 8, line 24). There is no disclosure or suggestion tor any quality test mechanism 
that wo\ild give an indication that the received information is below a threshold value that is 
processable by any of the agents 32, devices 34, conlioller 40 or reports server 50. It should be 
noted that these tests monitor load and locate agents with speciiic attributes and do not provide 
any function toward address iTetrievul. Furthermore, the **recurring monitoring session" 
discussed col 8, lines 8-24 of Reichman has no function that could reasonably be construed as a 
timer that periodically provides activation information to any type of address retrieval 
mechanism to retrieve the collective address infoimation. 

Figure 3 of Reichman illustrates the conmiunicalions that take place between the 
agent 34 and the controller 40. The agent 34 will sent message to the contniller 40 indicating 
that the agent is either active or inactive. Tf active, the controller 40 will send work request to the 
agent. Tf an inactive message is received by the contn^ller, then the agents session is transferred 
to another agent (see col 8, line 26-col % line 8). 

The system and method Reichman can be used to determine "hop" delays on 
the internet (see col. 9, line 10-col 1 0 line 24). The system and method ^jf Reichman can further 
be used to determine user performonce of Web sites and other multi-user systems (see anh 1 0, 
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line 24). I hcre is no disclosure or suggestion within Rcichmiin for an apparatus thai stores 
intemel addresses. Furthennore,, there is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichman for testing 
data received fiom various sites to determine if the data is of a sufficient quality. 

Bilbrey et ai (U.S. Patent No. 5,227,863) relates to programmable apparatus for 
digital pix>ces$ing of video signals from multiple sources converted to digital format to provide 
real-time multiple simultaneous special video effects (see Abstract). 

Bilbrey ei al disclose noise generation on col. 15, lines 55-67. The noise 
generation discussed by Bilhrey el al on col 1 5, lines 55-67 is stated as being linear and 
Gaussian white noise to create a display effect which is similar to diat created by a television set 
which is not tuned to a station. I he noise generation is staled as being particularly useful for 
filtering, llic system module 20 within Bilbrey et al provides sharp transitions to images 
resulting in aliasing or image artifacts as a result of the sharp transilioniJ, The aliasing is stated 
by Bilbrey et aL to be correctable by system module 20 that is capable of perfonnii^ such 
functions as fades and mixes wliilc also simultaneously performing anti-aliasing. 

C- The differences between the invcntitin and the references 
A pocfllcd claims 1 and 11 

The rejection alleges thai Reichman discloses an internet receiving arrangement as 
defined by appealed claims 1 and 1 K The appellant, respectfully, asserts that Ihe readiiKg applied 
to the terminology defined by appealed claims 1 and is overly broad and completely 
unreasonable. The examiner's position is that the client receiving information from server as 
described at coL 4, lines 20-40 o£ Reichman reads on address relrieval as defined by appealed 
claims 1 and 11. The appellant^ re.speclfully, points out that Reichman at col. 4, lines 20-40 
describes the agent 32 having functionality for recordings transactions. The transactions are 
listed to include logging in. performing a search, making a reservation, or checking the price of 
an item and are recorded in the form of transaction files. It should be noted that ageni 32 
monitors severs during idle periods for computer 34. It should be further noted that Reichman in 
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the description al col, 4, lines 20-40 makes no disclosure or suggestion of anything that could be 
constnjed as address retrieval means as defined by appealed claims 1 and 11, 

The rejection further alleges that the sessions described at col. 5, lines 35-67 of 
Jteichman for receiving information is tantamoimt to a disclosure or suggestion of the retrieval of 
collective address infomiation from an address server connected to the internet^ and the rejection 
further contends that the resource availability described at col. 5, lines 35-45 ofReichman 
discloses or suggests the retrieval of collective address information from an address server when 
activation iniurmation is present. The appellant does not agree witii the examiner*s position that 
resource availabiUty results in a disclosure or suggestion oFthe presence of activation 
infomiation as defined by appealed claims 1 and 11. Tt should be noted that the receiving of 
information as described on column 5 of Reichnan is not conditioned upon resoTirce availability 
as required by appealed claims 1 and 11. Rekkman teaches to balances loads based upon 
moniLored load levels. There is no disclosure or suggestion within Reidman for the retrieval of 
collective addre.ss information bom an address server connected to the mternct. Furthermore, 
there is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichfnan for the retrieval of collective address 
information from an address server when activation information is present. 

llie rejection further alleges that Reichrnan teaches the collective address 
information identifying those information servers from v/hich information data processable by 
the internet receiving arrangement can be retrieved, and having information retrieval means for 
retrieving the processable intbrmation data from an infomiation server identified by the retrieved 
collective address information on column 5. Appealed claims 1 and 1 1 define subject matter for 
retrieving collective address information from an address server. Tlie rejection is attempting to 
read controller 40 within Reichman as both the address server and the information server defined 
rejected claims 1 and 1 1 . Accordingly, all the elements within tlic appealed claims are not found 
in the rejection. The appellant asserts that appealed claims 1 define retrieving collective address 
information from an address server connected to the internet^ and the collective address 
inrormalion identifying tliose hiformation servers from which information data processable by 
the internet receiving arrangement can be retrieved. The examiner^s position is that controller 40 
and reports server within Reichman render obvious the recitation of the address server and the 
information server defined by appealed claims I and 1 1 . The reports server 50 and the controller 
40 within the SERVICE PROVIDER WEB SITE illustrated in Fig. 1 of Reichman schedule 
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based on monitoring performance and do not retrieve not information data. Appealed claims 1 
and 1 1 define subject matter for retrieving inlbrmation data no monitoring performance data; 
which subject matter is not fond within the combinaliou made by the rejection. Therefore, aU 
the dements defined by the appealed claims that arc not found by the rejection and aprima facie 
ca2?e of obviousness has noi been established, 

iTie rejection fiirther idlegcs that Reichmim in column 7, lines 35-67 teadics a 
quality test for testing the information data retrieved and received by the intbrmalion retrieval 
means and for supplying the activation information to the address retrieval means when the 
quality of the received inlbrmation data is below a quality threshold value or when no 
inriHmation is data processablc by the internet receiving arrangemem received from the 
intbtmation server. The examiner's position is thai the load test taught by Keichmm dLscloses or 
is suggestive of the quality test means defined by appealed claims 1 and 11 . The AppUcant, 
respectfully, points out that the load test Umght by Reichman mimitors the load applied to a 
transactional server by monitoring the performance of data streams and that this is not the subject 
matter defined by the appealed claims. Appealed claims 1 and 1 1 define subject matter for 
testing the infonnatlon data. The appellants assert that ihe term *1esting of data" can not be read 
so broadly to encompass "monitoring the performance of data". There is no disclosure or 
suggestion within is no disclosure or suggestion within Rcichman or Bilbrey el ai., taken alone or 
in combination, for a quality lest that tests infi>miation data for the quality of the received 
information data to be below a quaUly threshold value or that no information is data proccssable 
by the internet receiving arrangement received from the information server. 

Claims 1 and 11 define subject matter for the address server to be operativciy 
connected for address retrieval through the internet There is no disclosure or sugge.stion within 
Reichman or Bilbrey el al., taken alone or in combination, for the address server to be 
opeialively connected tor address retrieval tlirough the internet. 



A ppealed claims 2 and 12 

Appealed claims 2 and 1 2 detine subject matter for the internet receiving 
arrangement in which a timer has been provided which at periodically occurring activation 
instants supply the activation information to the addTes.s retrieval means in order to retrieve 
collective address information. Reichman only uses a timer for activating the retrieval of 
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transactions including logging in, performing a search, making a reservation, or checking the 
price of an item. There is no disclosure or suggestion within Rcichman or Dilbrey el aL, taken 
alone or in combination, for a timers related to address information. Moreover, there is no 
disclosure or suggestion within Rcichman or Bilbrey el cd,^ taken alone or in combination> for 
for any timer provided at periodically occurring activation instants supply the activation 
infonnatinn to the address retrieval means in order to retrieve the collective address inlbrmation. 

Appealed claims 4 and J 4 

The rejection to appealed claims 4 and 1 4 allege.s that the transactional server 30 
within Reichmim reads on the address server item defined by appealed claim 4 and 14. The 
appellant respectfully:, points out that the rejection to appealed claims 1 and 1 1 employed 
cpntrt^ller 40 from Reichman as the address server. Claims 4 and 14 respectively depend from 
appealed claims 1 and 1 1 . The appellant asserts that the variable reading applied by the rejection 
for the controller 40 from Reichman reading on the address server defined by appealed claims 1 
and 1 1 and then reading transactional server 30 within Reichrnan on the address server item 
defined by appealed claim 4 and 14 should not be allowed. There is no disclose or suggestion 
within Reichman or Bilbrey el al. ^ taken alone or in combination, that provides a reading of the 
term address server as dcfmcd by the appealed claims on the transaction server 30 of Reichman, 

furthermore, there is no disclosure or suggestion vnlinn Reichman for an address 
retrieval adapted to retrieve transcoding address inforrnation from the address server when 
activation information Is present^ which transcoding address information identifies a transcoding 
server adapted to transcode information data stored in an information server but not processable 
by the internet receiving arrangement into information dala processable by die internet receiving 
arrangement* and in which the information retrieval means are adapted to retrieve the 
information data processable by the internet receiving arrangement from the transcoding server 
identified by the transcoding address informadon. 

Appealed claims 5 and 15 

Regarding appealed claims 5 aJid 1 5, the rejection alleges that it wriuld be obvious 
to make the combination of Reichman within Bilbrey el al. because Bilbrey el al disclose noise 
generation at coL 15, lines 55-67. The appellant, respectfidly assert out tbj3i Bilbrey el al. teach 
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the provisioT. of noise generality to produce linear and Gaussian white noise and fur filtering. 
Bilbrey el al. teach a proBrammable apparatus for processing of video signals from multiple 
sources to provide special video etTects. A person sWlled in the ait would not look to a reference 
such as Bllbrey el al. to create an internet receiving arrangement as defined by tlic rejected 
claims, in which noise generator means are adapted to supply noise informati.m to information 
data processing means of the internet receiving arrangement during the time that the activation 

informutiun is present. 

Moreover, the rejection entirely fails to address the features of supplying noise 
infomiation to "during the time that Ihc activation infonnation is present" Thereftire, the 
rejection fails to establish a prima facie case of obviousnesat. 

Annealed claims 6 and 16 

Appealed claims 6 and 16 define .subject matter for an internet receiving 
arrangement in which the address retrieval means when activation information is present, are 
adapted to retrieve at least two items of collective address information from at least two address 
servers connected to the internet. There is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichman or 
Bilbrcy el al., taken alone or in combination, for address retrieval means when activation 
information is present, are adapted to retrieve at least two items of collective address information 
&om at least two address servers connected to the internet. 

Appcaliid clai ms 7 and 17 

Appealed claims 7 and 17 defines subject matter Kir internet receiving 
arrangement is formed by an internet television set adapted to receive and process audio/video 
data in the form of information data. The rejection alleges that Reichman teaches that the 
infonnation data is audio visual data at col. 5, lines 20-40. Reichman on col. 5, lines 33-37 .siaics 
that keeping track ol computers for sharing music files. The examiner is attempUng to read this 
disclosure as the music daui being the information data. The rejection of the infonnation data in 
tlie reiiection to appealed claims I and 1 1 was stated as being the data di.scussed on column 1 , 
lines 55-67; which is performance data. If Qjc infomiation data used in the rejection of appealed 
claims 1 and 1 1 was the performance data taught by Reichman, the rejection to aRjealed claims 7 
and 17 must be consistent. Itere is no audio or visual data disclosed or suggested by Reichman, 
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only pcrfonnonce data. Ihc tracking of active computers discussed on column 5 oiReichman 
thoi can share music files does not in any way, manner or form disclose or suggest that the 
performance data being discussed in Reichman is audio/visual datu. There is no disclosure or 
suggestimi within i?«icA»wn or Bithrey el al., taken alone or m combinaUon. for an tntemet 
receiving airangcmCMt formed by an internet television set adapted to receive and process 
audio/video data in the form of information data. 

Annealed claims 8 and 18 

Appealed clahns 8 and 18 define subject matter for the internet receiving 
amingements as dcfmcd by appealed clmms 1 and 1 1 , wherein the information data is audio data. 
There is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichman or Bilbrey el «3i/., taken alone or in 
combination, for the internet receiviiig arrangements as defined by appealed claims 1 and 1 1 , 
wherein the inrormation data is audio diila. 

Appealed elaims 9 ami 19 

Appealed claims 9 and 19 define subject matter for the internet reccivuifi 
anangememts as defined by appealed claims 1 and 1 1 , wherein the quality is a measure of is 
audio data quality, lliere is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichman or Bilhrey el «/., taken 
alone or in combination, for the iniemei receiving arrangements as defined by appealed clahns 1 
and 1 1, wherein the quality is a measure of is audio data quality. 

A ppealed claims 10 and 20 

Appealed claims 10 and 20 dcfme subject matter for the internet receiving 
airangcmcats as defined by appealed claims 1 and 1 1, wherein the information servers arc 
internet radio stations. There is no disclosure or suggestion within Reichman or Dilbrey el ai, 
taken alone or in combination, for the internet receiving arrangements as defined by appealed 
claims 1 and 11 , wherein the hiformation servers are inUfmct radio stations. 
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Concluision 

In summary, the otaiuinet's rejections of tbc claims are believed to be in error tor 
the reasons explained above. The rejections of each of ciaimii 1 -20 should be reversed. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to credit any overpayment or charge any 
fee (except the issue fee) including fees any required extension of time to Account No. 50-3745. 

Respectfully submitted. 




James D» Leimbach 
Attorney for Appellants 
Rcgislraiion No. 34374 

Telephone: 585-381-9983 
Facsimile: 585-381-9983 
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APPENDIX I. Evidence on Appeal 

"None" 
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APPENDIX IIL Claims on App«a} 

1. Ad internet receiving arranecment for receiving informaiion data stored in inlbrmation 
servers connected to the inlemct, the arrangement having address retrieval means which, when 
activation infoimation is present, are adapted to retrieve collective address information from an 
address server opcratively.connecied to the address retrieval means ihrwagh the intemei, the 
coUective address information identilying those information servers from which information data 
processabie by the internet receiving arrungcmcnt can be retrieved, and having information 
reiricval means for retrieving the processabie information data Irom an information server, 
identified by the retrieved collective address inrormation. and having quality test means for 
testing Ihc information data retrieved and received by the infoimatitm retrieval means and for 
supplying the activation infonnalion to the address retrieval means when the quality of the 
received information data is below a quality threshold value or when no information data 
processabie by the internet receiving arrangement arc received from the mformation server. 

2. An internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1, in which timer means have been 
provided which at periodically occurring activation instants supply the aciivation information lo 
the address retrieval means in order U) retrieve the collective address information. 

3. An internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1, in which entry means forihe manual 
entry of the address information of a further information server have been provided from which 
infomiation data processabie by the internet receiving arrangement can be retrieved. 

4. An internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1 , in which the address retrieval 
means, when the activation information is present, are adapted to relrievc transcoding address 
infonnation from the address server, which transcoding address informaiion identifies a 
transcoding server which is adapted to transcode information data stored in sm information server 
but not processabie by the internet receiving arnwgement into information daia processabie by 
the internet receiving arrangement, and in which the information retrieval means are adapted to 
retrieve the inlbrmation data processabie by the internet receiving arrangement from the 
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transcoding server identified by ihe transcoding address infonnation. 

5. An inlouct receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1 , in which noise generator means 
have beeii provided, which noise generator means are adapted to supply noise infortnation to 
informaiion data pixxessing means of the internet receiving arrangement during the time that the 
activation infonnation is present. 

6. An internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1 , in which the address retrieval 
means, when activation intbrmation is present, are adapted to retrieve ai least two items of 
collective address information i'rom at least two address servers connected to the internet 

7. An internet receiving arrangement as claimed in chiim 1 , which internet receiving 
arrangement is formed by an internet television set adapted to receive and process audio/video 
data in the form of intbrmation data. 

8. The internet receiving amingement as claimed itx claim 1, wherein the information data is 
audio data. 

9. The internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the quality is a measure of 
is audio data quality. 

10. The internet receiving ammgement claimed in claim 1, wherein the infoimution servers 
are internet radio stations. 

1 1. An internet receiving arrangement for receiving information data from infonnation servers 
that arc connected to the internet comprising: 

an address retrieval device to selectively retrieve collective address information 
from an address server, the address retrieval device being operalively connected to die address 
server only ihmugh ihe internet, where an activation information device is employed to 
determine if address information is retrieved; 
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an information r ctricva] device configured to retrieve infoimatiun data from the 
infurmation servers that are identified by the retrieved collective address intbrmation, wherein 
the collective address infonnaiion identifies those information servers from which information 
data is to be retrieved; and 

a quality test device arranged to lest the intomiation data retrieved and received 
by the inlbrmation retrieval device and J or supplying the activation InfonnaLion to the address 
retrieval device if the quality of tlie received inforrnotion data is below a quality threshold value 
or when no information data i$ considered processable by the internet receiving arrangement. 

12. The internet receiving arrangement as defined in claim 1 1, wherein a timer is provided to 
supply the activation information to the address retrieval device in order to retrieve the a>llective 
address information. 

1 3. The internet rcccis/ing arrangement defined in claim 1 1, wherein an entry device is provided 
for entry of the address inlbnriation of a further information server Ihmi information data can be 
retrieved, 

1 4. The internet receiving arrangement defined in claim 1 1, wherein the address retrieval device 
is adapted to retrieve transcoding addrefw information from the address server, which transcoding 
address information idenlilles a transcoding server adapted to transcode inlbrmation data fiom an 
information server but not puicessablc by the internet receiving arrangement, and in which the 
information retrieval device is adapted to retrieve the information data processable by the 
intemet receiving arrangement Irom the transcoding server identified by the trunscoding address 
information . 

1 5. The internet receiving amingeracnt defined in claim 1 1 , further comprising a noise 
generdtor, wherein the noise generator is adapted to supply noise information to information data 
processing means of the internet receiving arrangement during the time that the activatiim 
information is present 

16. The internet receiving arrangement defined in claim 1 1 , wherein the address retrieval device 
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is adapted to relrievc at least two items of coIJective axidress information firom at least two 
address servers uonncctjed to the internet. 

17. The internet receiving arrangement defined by claim 1 1 , wherein the internet receiving 
arrangement includes an internet television adapted to receive and process audio/video data in 
the form of information data. 

18. The internet receiving arrangement as clairoea in claim 1 1, wherein the information data is 
audio data. 

19. The internet leceiviug arrangement us claimed in claim 1 1 , wherein the quality is a measure 
of is audio data quality. 

20. The internet receiving arrangement as claimed in claim 1 1» wherein the infonnation servers 
are internet radio stations. 
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